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Chapter 1 : Sandra Cano, the 'Mary Doe' of landmark abortion case, dies - Washington Times
Street Law / Landmark Cases / Cases / Roe v. Wade Roe v. our awareness of the sensitive and emotional nature of the
abortion controversy, of the vigorous opposing.

Background History of abortion laws in the United States According to the Court, "the restrictive criminal
abortion laws in effect in a majority of States today are of relatively recent vintage. Every state had abortion
legislation by She returned to Dallas , Texas, where friends advised her to assert falsely that she had been
raped in order to obtain a legal abortion with the understanding that Texas law allowed abortion in cases of
rape and incest. However, this scheme failed because there was no police report documenting the alleged rape.
She attempted to obtain an Illegal abortion , but found that the unauthorized facility had been closed down by
the police. Eventually, she was referred to attorneys Linda Coffee and Sarah Weddington. McCorvey was no
longer claiming her pregnancy was a result of rape, and later acknowledged that she had lied about having
been raped. The court, however, declined to grant an injunction against enforcement of the law. Wade reached
the Supreme Court on appeal in The justices delayed taking action on Roe and a closely related case, Doe v.
Bolton , until they had decided Younger v. Harris because they felt the appeals raised difficult questions on
judicial jurisdiction and United States v. In Vuitch, the Court narrowly upheld the statute, though in doing so,
it treated abortion as a medical procedure and stated that physicians must be given room to determine what
constitutes a danger to physical or mental health. The day after they announced their decision in Vuitch, they
voted to hear both Roe and Doe. According to Blackmun, Stewart felt that the cases were a straightforward
application of Younger v. Harris, and they recommended that the Court move forward as scheduled. Chief
Justice and may it please the Court. He glared him down. Douglas threatened to write a dissent from the
reargument order he and the other liberal justices were suspicious that Rehnquist and Powell would vote to
uphold the statute , but was coaxed out of the action by his colleagues, and his dissent was merely mentioned
in the reargument order without further statement or opinion. Flowers replaced Jay Floyd for Texas. Over the
recess, he spent a week researching the history of abortion at the Mayo Clinic in Minnesota, where he had
worked in the s. Powell also suggested that the Court strike down the Texas law on privacy grounds. The
Court issued its decision on January 22, , with a 7-to-2 majority vote in favor of Roe. Justices Burger,
Douglas, and Stewart filed concurring opinions, and Justice White filed a dissenting opinion in which Justice
Rehnquist joined. Bolton announced on the same day as Roe v. The Court deemed abortion a fundamental
right under the United States Constitution , thereby subjecting all laws attempting to restrict it to the standard
of strict scrutiny. In the first trimester, when it was believed that the procedure was safer than childbirth , the
Court left the decision to abort completely to the woman and her physician. The plurality in Casey, explicitly
confirming that women had a constitutional right to abortion and further upholding the "essential holding" of
Roe, stated that women had a right to choose abortion before viability and that this right could not be unduly
interfered with by the state. Justice Powell had suggested that the point where the state could intervene be
placed at viability, which Justice Thurgood Marshall supported as well. This is arbitrary, but perhaps any other
selected point, such as quickening or viability, is equally arbitrary. The Court concluded that the case came
within an established exception to the rule: Justices White and Rehnquist wrote emphatic dissenting opinions.
The Court simply fashions and announces a new constitutional right for pregnant women and, with scarcely
any reason or authority for its action, invests that right with sufficient substance to override most existing state
abortion statutes. The upshot is that the people and the legislatures of the 50 States are constitutionally
disentitled to weigh the relative importance of the continued existence and development of the fetus, on the
one hand, against a spectrum of possible impacts on the woman, on the other hand. As an exercise of raw
judicial power, the Court perhaps has authority to do what it does today; but, in my view, its judgment is an
improvident and extravagant exercise of the power of judicial review that the Constitution extends to this
Court. To reach its result, the Court necessarily has had to find within the scope of the Fourteenth Amendment
a right that was apparently completely unknown to the drafters of the Amendment. As early as , the first state
law dealing directly with abortion was enacted by the Connecticut Legislature. By the time of the adoption of
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the Fourteenth Amendment in , there were at least 36 laws enacted by state or territorial legislatures limiting
abortion. While many States have amended or updated their laws, 21 of the laws on the books in remain in
effect today. Advocates have also reasoned that access to safe abortion and reproductive freedom generally are
fundamental rights. Some scholars not including any member of the Supreme Court have equated the denial of
abortion rights to compulsory motherhood, and have argued that abortion bans therefore violate the Thirteenth
Amendment: Wade, most states enacted or attempted to enact laws limiting or regulating abortion, such as
laws requiring parental consent or parental notification for minors to obtain abortions; spousal mutual consent
laws; spousal notification laws; laws requiring abortions to be performed in hospitals, not clinics; laws barring
state funding for abortions; laws banning intact dilation and extraction , also known as partial-birth abortion;
laws requiring waiting periods before abortions; and laws mandating that women read certain types of
literature and watch a fetal ultrasound before undergoing an abortion. The Supreme Court struck down some
state restrictions in a long series of cases stretching from the mids to the late s, but upheld restrictions on
funding, including the Hyde Amendment, in the case of Harris v. In , Norma L. McCorvey revealed that she
had become pro-life , and from then until her death in , she was a vocal opponent of abortion. One argument is
that Justice Blackmun reached the correct result but went about it the wrong way. According to Stevens, if the
decision had avoided the trimester framework and simply stated that the right to privacy included a right to
choose abortion, "it might have been much more acceptable" from a legal standpoint. Neither historian, nor
layman, nor lawyer will be persuaded that all the prescriptions of Justice Blackmun are part of the
Constitution. Jeffrey Rosen [97] and Michael Kinsley [98] echo Ginsburg, arguing that a legislative movement
would have been the correct way to build a more durable consensus in support of abortion rights. Abortion in
the United States: Wade asked the following question: In , the U. Supreme Court decided that states laws
which made it illegal for a woman to have an abortion up to three months of pregnancy were unconstitutional,
and that the decision on whether a woman should have an abortion up to three months of pregnancy should be
left to the woman and her doctor to decide. In general, do you favor or oppose this part of the U. Supreme
Court decision making abortions up to three months of pregnancy legal? The Harris organization concluded
from this poll that "56 percent now favours the U. Reagan denied that there was any litmus test: I feel very
strongly about those social issues, but I also place my confidence in the fact that the one thing that I do seek
are judges that will interpret the law and not write the law. That Canadian case, R. Morgentaler , was decided
in Reproductive Health Services Main article: Reproductive Health Services , Chief Justice Rehnquist,
writing for the Court, declined to explicitly overrule Roe, because "none of the challenged provisions of the
Missouri Act properly before us conflict with the Constitution. Casey During initial deliberations for Planned
Parenthood v. Casey , an initial majority of five Justices Rehnquist, White, Scalia, Kennedy, and Thomas were
willing to effectively overturn Roe. Carhart During the s, the state of Nebraska attempted to ban a certain
second-trimester abortion procedure known as intact dilation and extraction sometimes called partial birth
abortion. The Nebraska ban allowed other second-trimester abortion procedures called dilation and evacuation
abortions. Carhart , citing a right to use the safest method of second trimester abortion. Kennedy, who had
co-authored the Casey decision upholding Roe, was among the dissenters in Stenberg, writing that Nebraska
had done nothing unconstitutional. Carhart This section does not cite any sources. Please help improve this
section by adding citations to reliable sources. Unsourced material may be challenged and removed. January
Main article: The Court had previously ruled in Stenberg v. Further, the ban at issue in Gonzales v. Carhart
was a clear federal statute, rather than a relatively vague state statute as in the Stenberg case. Kennedy wrote
the majority opinion, asserting that Congress was within its power to generally ban the procedure, although the
Court left the door open for as-applied challenges. Wade, Planned Parenthood v. Casey , and Stenberg v.
Carhart remained valid, and instead the Court stated that the challenged statute remained consistent with those
past decisions whether or not those decisions remained valid. Justices Ginsburg, Stevens, Souter, and Breyer
dissented, contending that the ruling ignored Supreme Court abortion precedent, and also offering an
equality-based justification for abortion precedent. Wade and Planned Parenthood v. Hellerstedt , the most
significant abortion rights case before the Supreme Court since Planned Parenthood v. Casey in , [] [] [] the
Supreme Court in a 5â€”3 decision on June 27, , swept away forms of state restrictions on the way abortion

Page 2

DOWNLOAD PDF LANDMARK ABORTION CASES
clinics can function. The Texas legislature enacted in restrictions on the delivery of abortions services that
created an undue burden for women seeking an abortion by requiring abortion doctors to have
difficult-to-obtain "admitting privileges" at a local hospital and by requiring clinics to have costly
hospital-grade facilities. The Court struck down these two provisions "facially" from the law at issue â€” that
is, the very words of the provisions were invalid, no matter how they might be applied in any practical
situation. It was my pseudonym, Jane Roe, which had been used to create the "right" to abortion out of legal
thin air. But Sarah Weddington and Linda Coffee never told me that what I was signing would allow women
to come up to me 15, 20 years later and say, "Thank you for allowing me to have my five or six abortions. We
talked about truly desperate and needy women, not women already wearing maternity clothes. District Court
in Texas to have Roe v. However, the Fifth Circuit decided that her case was moot, in McCorvey v. Wade at
the age of 26, Sarah Weddington went on to be a representative in the Texas House of Representatives for
three terms. Bush also opposed Roe, though he had supported abortion rights earlier in his career. Wade, of
which he said to Senator Susan Collins that he would not "overturn a long-established precedent if five current
justices believed that it was wrongly decided". Wade will be overturned given an appropriate case to challenge
it. Pro-abortion organizations like Planned Parenthood are planning on how they will operate should Roe v.
Several states have enacted so-called trigger laws which would take effect in the event that Roe v. Wade is
overturned, with the effect of outlawing abortions on the state level. The Mississippi law as of was being
challenged in federal courts and was temporarily blocked.
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The ACLU's general counsel, Norman Dorsen, was a member of the team of lawyers representing the plaintiffs in the
landmark abortion rights case, Roe v. Wade. This case challenged a Texas law prohibiting all but lifesaving abortions.
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Director, Missouri Department of Health , U. Quill , U. Oregon , U. United States , U. McClung , U. This
ruling makes the Civil Rights Act of apply to virtually all businesses. Katzenbach , U. Morgan , U. City of
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Fourteenth Amendment interpretations of the Supreme Court. Holder , U. Other areas[ edit ] Corfield v.
Coryell , 6 Fed. Notable for Washington asserting the existence of cognizable rights within the ambit of the
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new, nontextual extra-Constitutional rights through the Privileges or Immunities clause of the Fourteenth
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Freedom from unreasonable searches and seizures[ edit ] Mapp v. Ohio , U. Notable for expanding the
"exclusionary rule" originally articulated against only the Federal government in Weeks v. United States, U.
Six Unknown Named Agents , U. The existence of a remedy for the violation is implied from the importance
of the right that is violated. Gates , U. Board of Education v. Earls , U. Randolph , U. Jones , U. Right to an
attorney[ edit ] Glasser v. Brady , U. Wainwright , U. Illinois , U. Arizona , U. A police interrogation must
stop if the suspect states that he or she wishes to remain silent. In re Gault , U. Jackson , U. Louisiana , U.
Other rights regarding counsel[ edit ] Strickland v. Washington , U. Kentucky , U. First, where the law is
unambiguous, attorneys must advise their criminal clients that deportation "will" result from a conviction.
Second, where the immigration consequences of a conviction are unclear or uncertain, attorneys must advise
that deportation "may" result. Finally, attorneys must give their clients some advice about
deportationâ€”counsel cannot remain silent about immigration consequences. Right to remain silent[ edit ]
Berghuis v. Thompkins , U. A witness cannot invoke the privilege by simply standing mute; he or she must
expressly invoke it.
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Chapter 3 : Supreme Court Decisions Regarding Abortion
In the early s, the Supreme Court agreed to hear two cases challenging laws that restricted abortion. In Roe v. Wade (),
the high court considered a challenge to a Texas law outlawing abortion in all cases except those in which the life of the
mother was at risk.

A series of graphics that illustrate how opinion differs among various demographic groups. Abortion and the
Supreme Court The constitutional dimensions of the abortion debate. In , Colorado became the first state to
greatly broaden the circumstances under which a woman could legally receive an abortion. By , 11 additional
states had made similar changes to their abortion laws and four other states â€” New York, Washington,
Hawaii and Alaska â€” had completely decriminalized abortion during the early stages of pregnancy.
Meanwhile, abortion rights advocates launched a series of court challenges to many older state abortion laws,
often arguing that these statutes were overly vague or that they violated the right to privacy or the right to
equal protection under the law guaranteed under the U. State and lower federal courts usually rejected these
arguments. Wade In the early s, the Supreme Court agreed to hear two cases challenging laws that restricted
abortion. Wade , the high court considered a challenge to a Texas law outlawing abortion in all cases except
those in which the life of the mother was at risk. In both cases, lower federal courts had declared the statutes
unconstitutional, ruling that denying a woman the right to decide whether to carry a pregnancy to term
violated basic privacy and liberty interests contained in the Constitution. In Griswold, the court had struck
down a Connecticut anti-contraception law on the ground that it intruded on the right to marital privacy. The
court then asked: To answer this question, Blackmun created a three-tiered legal framework, based on the
nine-month period of pregnancy, which gave the state greater interest and regulatory latitude in each
successive tier. First trimester of pregnancy Legal Standard: State can only require basic health safeguards and
cannot limit access to abortion Tier 2 Time Period Covered: End of first trimester to point of fetal viability
Legal Standard: State can regulate abortion only to protect health of mother Tier 3 Time Period Covered:
Period after point of fetal viability Legal Standard: During this period, the state can only impose basic health
safeguards â€” such as requiring that the procedure be performed by a qualified health professional â€” and
can in no way limit access to abortion. At this point, Blackmun determined, the state has an interest in
protecting maternal health and can regulate abortion only to protect the health of the mother. In other words,
regulations have to be directed toward ensuring maternal health and cannot be aimed at protecting a fetus or
limiting access to abortion services. Thus, a state law requiring a doctor to describe to a woman seeking an
abortion the risks associated with the procedure before receiving her informed consent would be constitutional
â€” as long as the requirement aimed to protect maternal health and was not created to dissuade a woman from
terminating her pregnancy. In Doe, the same seven-justice majority largely restated and fleshed out its ruling
in Roe. The Post-Roe Court Roe proved to be one of the most significant decisions ever handed down by the
Supreme Court and is perhaps rivaled in public attention in the 20th century only by the landmark school
desegregation case, Brown v. Unlike Brown, however, Roe has remained controversial in the decades since it
was decided. In the years immediately following Roe, the Supreme Court grappled with a host of issues that
arose from the decision. These included questions about laws requiring informed consent, parental consent,
spousal consent and waiting periods for women seeking abortions. In these cases, the court also affirmed Roe
and its three-tiered framework. The first small crack in Roe jurisprudence came in when the high court
decided Webster v. This case concerned a Missouri statute that barred public facilities from being used to
conduct abortions and prohibited public health workers from performing abortions unless the life of the
mother was at risk. The statute also defined life as beginning at conception and directed physicians to perform
fetal viability tests on women who were 20 or more weeks pregnant and seeking abortions. In a highly
fractured decision, the court upheld the constitutionality of the statute. The majority also held that prohibiting
the use of government workers or facilities to perform abortions is acceptable because the right to an abortion
established in Roe does not include the right to government assistance in obtaining one. The majority also
ruled that the requirement of viability testing at 20 weeks is constitutional, although the justices offered
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different reasons for this ruling. The Webster decision revealed a new majority on the court with a greater
willingness to uphold state restrictions on abortion. Casey involved a challenge to a wide-ranging abortion law
that included an informed-consent requirement as well as a hour waiting period for women seeking abortions.
In addition, the statute required a minor to obtain the consent of at least one parent or guardian, and for a wife
to inform her husband of her plans to terminate her pregnancy. In the cases of both the minor and spousal
requirements, various waivers were available for extenuating circumstances. In affirming Roe, the high court
argued in favor of maintaining the constitutional status quo for reasons that went beyond legal precedent. At
the same time, the court significantly modified the three-tiered framework that Roe had created. First, under
Casey states could now regulate abortion during the entire period before fetal viability, and they could do so
for reasons other than to protect the health of the mother. In addition, the court in Casey also established a less
rigorous standard for determining whether state abortion laws are constitutional. As a result, in the years
immediately following Roe, many abortion regulations were declared unconstitutional. Casey appeared to
accommodate both sides in the abortion debate. By partially dismantling the three-tiered framework and
creating the less rigorous undue burden standard for determining the constitutionality of abortion regulations,
the high court gave states greater latitude to regulate abortion before the point of fetal viability. Indeed, in
Casey the court applied the less rigorous undue burden standard to the Pennsylvania laws and, with the
exception of the spousal-consent requirement, found all to be constitutional. But abortion opponents had
viewed Casey as an opportunity to overturn Roe, and many believed the court, bolstered by new
Republican-appointed members Clarence Thomas and David Souter, would do so. Carhart , a case challenging
the constitutionality of a Nebraska law prohibiting partial-birth abortion. This procedure is usually performed
late in the second trimester, between 20 and 24 weeks into a pregnancy. In a decision, the high court ruled that
the Nebraska law violated the Constitution as interpreted in Casey and Roe. Even though the decision
effectively rendered similar bans in more than 30 states unenforceable, the vote was unexpectedly close for a
court in which support for the right to abortion was expected to garner the support of six justices. In , Congress
passed and President George W. Abortion rights advocates immediately challenged the law, and lower courts,
citing Stenberg, struck it down. But in , in the case Gonzales v. Carhart , the Supreme Court reversed course
and upheld the federal ban by a vote of , giving abortion opponents a major victory and prompting many states
to consider passing tougher restrictions on abortion. This was a significant departure from earlier abortion
rulings, including the Stenberg decision, which require that laws restricting abortion include such a health
provision. The only difference was that now he was writing for the majority. Kennedy devoted a substantial
part of his majority opinion to differentiating the federal partial-birth abortion ban from the Nebraska ban that
had been struck down by the high court in Stenberg. New Regulations after Carhart Emboldened by the
decision in Carhart, a number of states stepped up efforts to regulate abortion. For example, 10 states â€”
Alabama, Arizona, Florida, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, Texas and Virginia
â€” have enacted laws in recent years that require physicians to perform an ultrasound procedure prior to an
abortion. In addition, a number of states have recently passed laws that, with very narrow exceptions, outlaw
abortion beginning at 20 weeks into a pregnancy. The new ultrasound laws create a more demanding consent
requirement by compelling women seeking abortions to first undergo a trans-vaginal ultrasound procedure.
Some of the new laws also mandate that the woman see an image of the fetus and listen to the sound of the
fetal heartbeat prior to receiving an abortion. Other ultrasound laws require only that the health-care provider
offer the woman the opportunity to view the image or listen to the heartbeat. Several of the ultrasound laws
have been challenged in federal court. Lakey, a federal district court ruled in August that the Texas ultrasound
law which requires the abortion provider to perform the ultrasound, display and describe the ultrasound
images to the patient, and make the fetal heart sounds audible to the patient violated the First Amendment
rights of physicians and patients by requiring a conversation that neither party may desire. In January ,
however, the 5th U. In another case challenging this type of law, Stuart v. The litigation in this case is
continuing, and an eventual appeal to the 4th U. Circuit Court of Appeals is likely. These laws are based in
part on a theory that a fetus, from 20 weeks onward, can experience pain from an abortion procedure. Those
who support the theory assert that a fetus of 20 weeks has developed pain sensors and will react to stimuli,
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such as a needle, with increases in blood pressure, heart rate and stress hormones. They maintain that a fetus
does not develop the neurological structures necessary to experience pain until at least 26 weeks of
development. A group of abortion providers in Arizona challenged the law in federal court. However, in July ,
a federal district court refused to block enforcement of the law. The district court judge in the case, Isaacson v.
The plaintiffs in the Arizona case quickly obtained a temporary order against enforcement of the law from the
9th U. Circuit Court of Appeals. Eventually, the controversies over compulsory ultrasound procedures and
prohibitions on abortion at 20 weeks of gestation could produce petitions to the U. Supreme Court to resolve
the constitutional issues raised by these laws. For example, if the 4th U. At that point, the Supreme Court
could grant review in the North Carolina case to settle the conflict between the circuit court decisions. For this
reason, circuit courts seem likely to strike down such laws.
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Chapter 4 : Belfast court to hear landmark challenge over abortion rights | UK news | The Guardian
Browse all landmark cases This site was developed to provide teachers with a full range of resources and activities to
support the teaching of landmark Supreme Court cases, helping students explore the key issues of each case.

Wade Supreme Court case. But the real woman behind the anonymous pseudonym eventually came out of the
shadows and into the limelight. Norma McCorvey went public initially as an abortion rights activist. But she
later became an outspoken opponent of abortion rights. Wade, and the first anniversary since her death on Feb.
The Associated Press cited a journalist who had been in contact with McCorvey in reporting she died of heart
failure. Her first child was being raised by her mother and she had given her second up for adoption, the AP
reports. It was , McCorvey was 21 and living in Texas. She initially claimed to have been raped, which might
have allowed her to have an abortion legally since Texas law made exceptions for cases of rape and incest. But
she later publicly acknowledged that had been a lie. McCorvey was put in touch with two Texas lawyers who
were building a case against state laws that banned abortion. She ended up having the child, whom she put up
for adoption, and continued to have her case attached to the suit as it moved over time through the court
system. The Supreme Court sided with her - Jane Roe -- in its ruling in January that it was unconstitutional to
make abortion illegal. Going public McCorvey went public with her role in the case in , according to her
obituary in The Los Angeles Times , eventually writing a biography titled "I Am Roe: My Life, Roe v. Wade,
and Freedom of Choice" in Her religious and ideological conversion took place a year after her biography was
published. The New York Times noted in its obituary that McCorvey had been bisexual but primarily lesbian
for much of her early life, and that this continued for years. The AP reported that after her conversion to
Christianity, she ended a multiyear relationship with a woman because her new religious convictions including
a belief that homosexuality was wrong. McCorvey became a vocal advocate against abortion rights. In , she
wrote a second book, "Won by Love," which detailed her conversion and concluded with an account of her
work for the anti-abortion organization, Operation Rescue.
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Chapter 5 : NORMA MCCORVEY OBITUARY PLAINTIFF IN LANDMARK ABORTION CASE | eBay
Wade was the landmark decision which declared abortion a "fundamental right." It rendered unconstitutional all state
laws which prohibited women from getting abortions except in rare cases. It rendered unconstitutional all state laws
which prohibited women from getting abortions except in rare cases.

Wade could be one of the biggest to be overturned. Earlier this week, Trump announced he had tapped U. The
question of abortion rights came up when Kavanaugh was put forward for his position on the D. Circuit Court
of Appeals in At the time, he said that the existing standard should continue. Wade, if confirmed to the D.
Circuit, I would follow Roe v. Wade faithfully and fully. That would be binding precedent of the Court.
Pro-abortion rights groups are still concerned that as a whole, a more conservative-leaning court would be
open to the idea of overturning Roe. Who was Jane Roe? The identity of the woman at the heart of the
landmark case was initially kept private, with the name Jane Roe used in the court battle. Roe was later
identified as Norma McCorvey, who died in February It was , and McCorvey was 22 and living in Texas. She
initially claimed to have been raped, which might have allowed her to have an abortion legally since Texas
law made exceptions for cases of rape and incest. But she later publicly acknowledged that had been a lie.
McCorvey was put in touch with two Texas lawyers who were building a case against state laws that banned
abortion and her case was attached to their suit as it moved through the court system. The original case Roe v.
Wade was first argued in December , re-argued in October , and decided on Jan. The court ruled in favor of
Roe, with a vote of seven justices siding with her and two against. That part of the decision allows states to
prohibit abortions after viability, except in certain cases. But the ruling did not come in time for the real Roe to
terminate her pregnancy. McCorvey gave birth to her third child, whom she put up for adoption. She later
reversed her position after undergoing a political and religious conversion. Wade decision, ruling against state
laws that criminalize abortion, in St. Chemerinsky said that the landmark case is "part of a series of decisions
about autonomy with regard to medical rights â€¦ but Roe itself is just about abortion rights. Wade decision
has also played an important role in subsequent Supreme Court cases about regulations surrounding abortion
rights. In Planned Parenthood v. Hellerstedt clarified the undue burden standard in Casey," Shumaker added.
That decision "was really saying the regulation has to actually confer a benefit and that benefit has to outweigh
a burden that was created by the regulation," she explained. One law in Iowa would, if implemented, become
the most restrictive abortion law in the country, banning abortions after the first six weeks of pregnancy. Some
women may not know they are pregnant at that point. Regulations have also forced clinics to close, and there
are currently six states with only one abortion provider. Arkansas was briefly added to that list but an ongoing
legal battle there means that there are still three abortion providers operating. Legally-mandated waiting
periods in which women have to wait a certain number of hours before they can undergo an abortion have also
been passed recently. Earlier this month, the Iowa Supreme Court struck down a law that required a woman to
undergo a hour waiting period before obtaining an abortion. But there are five other states with hour waiting
periods in place, and the majority of states have waiting periods ranging from 18 hours to more than 72 hours,
according to the Guttmacher Institute. Wade will be overturned are not as simple as the court reexamining that
year-old case. A legal challenge to Roe would likely come in the form of a case challenging current state-level
restrictions on abortion, Shumaker said. And that might not be far off, Shumaker said, adding that "there are
quite a few cases in the pipeline already. The debate over his appointment -- and the future of the court itself -will continue as Kavanaugh meets with senators ahead of the required confirmation hearings.
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Chapter 6 : The Most Important Supreme Court Cases About Abortion
Supreme Court nominee Brett Kavanaugh signaled he views the landmark abortion case Roe v. Wade as a "settled"
matter, coining the phrase "precedent on precedent" while noting it has been.

What to know Roe vs Wade: In , he issued the dissent in a case that ultimately let an undocumented teenager
who wished to be released from custody obtain an abortion. His involvement with that case has angered both
anti-abortion conservatives and pro-choice activists: Read on for a look at what it would take for the Supreme
Court to overturn Roe v. Wade and what that would mean. First of all, what did Roe v. Norma McCorvey left
was at the center of Roe v. Decades later, McCorvey said she regretted her role in the landmark case and
became a staunch anti-abortion activist. AP Photo In , the U. Supreme Court decided the constitutional right to
privacy ensured a woman had the right to make her own medical decisions â€” which included the right to an
abortion. The then-unmarried year-old had already given birth to a daughter whom she gave up for adoption.
She would later say she regretted her role in the landmark case and became an anti-abortion activist. How
would Roe v. They might not want to do that right away. Would overturning Roe v. Wade make abortion
illegal? Overturning the court decision would make abortion an issue to be taken up by individual states.
Should Roe be overturned, abortion would still be legal in most states, Clarke Forsythe, senior counsel for
nonprofit Americans United for Life, told Fox News. A full repeal of Roe could lead to more regulations in
more conservative states, said Aziza Ahmed, a Northwestern University School of Law professor who has
done extensive research on abortion and health law. It may exist on paper, theoretically, but actually obtaining
it is next to impossible. He said legal and political obstacles could get in the way and speculated the court
would need at least six justices to do so. Prior to the decision, a handful of states already had abortion laws on
the books, including New York. Kaitlyn Schallhorn is a Reporter for Fox News. Follow her on Twitter:
Chapter 7 : List of landmark court decisions in the United States - Wikipedia
Editor's Note: Please visit our home page for a full listing of abortion facts. These court cases are some of the most
important concerning the issue of abortion. They have decided the legality of abortion and also the specific rules which
surround this procedure.

Chapter 8 : Kavanaugh Signals Landmark Abortion Case Roe Is â€˜Settledâ€™ Matter
The landmark abortion decision could be overturned within a year. By Anna North Sep 7, , am EDT Share Tweet Share.
Share If Kavanaugh is confirmed, any of these 13 cases could end Roe v.

Chapter 9 : A History of Key Abortion Rulings of the U.S. Supreme Court | Pew Research Center
Wade Supreme Court case. But the real woman behind the anonymous pseudonym eventually came out of the shadows
and into the limelight. Norma McCorvey went public initially as an abortion rights.
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